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REMARKS 

Claims 1-3 and 5-7 arc currently pending in the application. Claim 'I is independent. 

- esocutu iy requested u c t ej - s c £ 
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REJECTION OF CLA IMS UNDER 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 1-3 and 5-7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § i 03(a) as being made obvious 
by US 5,604,549 C'Mashige et ale") alone or alternative!} in utv\ o ( - ; s >- 
ai."}. Thk;c \ - v tuncrsed. 

Applicant respectfully submits the Examiner has failed to establish & prima facie case of 
obviousness. 

stab rima facie case of obviousness, the Examiner has the burden of meeting 

this basic criterion, the Applicant submits that Mashige. Ishii and any combination thereof 
assun ek rsees ma> k combined, which Applicant does not admit) do not disclose or 

suggest all the features recited in claim 1, as explained in detail below. 
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according io the optimized form of such second temporary optical device, for molding a normal 
optical device, 

er also t n the Office Action that Ishii u > ete 

as x v out aberrations p . - ~ \«. ioi 

However, ishii merely discloses improving measurement precision of an optical wavetront 
aberration-measuring apparatus (col. 7, lines 32-35). Further, Ishii merely discloses that 
wavetront aberrations arc reduced (col. 7, lines 45-46). Ishii is completely silent about 

- wavefront aberration amounts \\ to; t - * » . ^ < . 

areas, as claim 1 recites. 

Thus, Mashige and Ishii do not disclose or suggest the sequence of steps in claim 1, 
including, at least, -'measuring a wavefront of thus molded first temporary optical device and 
calculating a plurality of wavefront aberration amounts Ai for a plurality of divided wavefront 
t t i no h o ■» eai do- io. ibi onto /ir fc a form so as to exhibit a 
wavefront aberration with the correction wavetront aberration amounts -Ai [...] and designing, 
ico<mS! ' . v \ opncal Jv i - urn > du 

i o 0 < ; < s < c 

In view of the above, claims 1-3 and 5-7 ate - ev < The 

c urns 1-3 and 5-7 is respectfully solicited. 
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CONCLUSION 

In * scant believes the pc plication is in conditio; for 

allowance. 

Shoul ; i Landing matters that need to be resolved in the present 

application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Corina E. Tanasa, Registration No. 
64,042, at teiepho umiher (703) 208-4003, located in i s DC arc 

sien _ - - i roseeulion in connection with the present application. 

If necessary-, the ( >mmis t is ereby authorized nth < 1 rren £ < 

to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional, 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.14; p. «. < . extension una: 
Date: December 16,2010 *esp^1iuliy sub 

r : ;ay,,, ::: y::> A " A ^: 

I Marc S Weiner 'N lbxU:y-d : iV-dA^o 

" : ' ! Registration No.: 32.181 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 

81 10 Gatehouse Road 

Suite 100 East 

P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
Attorney for Applicant 
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